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THE STUDY OF WORLD AREAS: 


ALTHOUGH area studies were not born of the war crisis, 
the experience of social scientists, humanists, and nat- 
ural scientists alike in World War II made them more 
aware than ever before of the great need for sound 
knowledge of many areas of the globe which have been 
inadequately studied. To meet military demands schol- 
ars of diverse disciplines were forced to pool their 
knowledge in frantic attempts to advise administrators 
and policy makers. It became evident that the study of 
vast geographical areas and complex civilizations differ- 
ent from our own calls for the cooperation of many 
disciplines and sciences. During the last few years the 
interest in area studies has increased rapidly. With the 
general purpose of examining the scientific basis, goals, 
and methods of area research and graduate instruction, 
the Social Science Research Council through its Com- 
mittee on World Area Research brought together in 
New York on November 28—30, 1947 a group of repre- 
sentative leaders in this field. This conference was the 
first nation-wide meeting of its kind. 


1 The conference was made possible by a grant to the Council from 
the Carnegie Corporation of New York. Donald C. McKay of Harvard 
University was chairman of the conference, and was assisted by the 
Committee on World Area Research in planning and conducting the 
sessions. The participants, numbering 105, came from many institutions 
and represented a wide range of disciplines and area interests. Of the 
participants, 74 were members of faculties of 20 universities, 17 of fed- 
eral government agencies, 5 of foundation staffs, and g of the staffs of 
other scholarly institutions. All the social sciences and many of the 
humanities were represented. The area specialties of the participants 
were about evenly divided among Latin America, Europe, Soviet 
Russia, the Near East, Southern Asia, and the Far East. A list of the 
participants will be published in a longer report on the conference 
which is now in preparation. 


by Charles Wagley 


The present report summarizes some of the ideas 
expressed at the conference as well as a few of the signifi- 
cant conclusions. It is written from the viewpoint of one 
interested participant, and no attempt is made either 
to report the conference in full or to include all of the 
many worth-while opinions which were expressed. The 
main subjects of the various sessions, the speakers, and 
the scheduled discussants are shown in the conference 
program which appears at the end of this report. 


OBJECTIVES OF AREA STUDY 


As in any field of research in social science, the study 
of world areas may have a variety of objectives. On a 
theoretical and scientific level, the objectives of area 
study are those of all social science, namely the develop- 
ment of a universal and general science of society and 
of human behavior. Certain factors inherent in area 
study, however, lead us to expect from it an unusually 
direct contribution to this ideal. Both Pendleton Her- 
ring and Talcott Parsons used an analogy with the 
“science of medicine.” As medicine calls on several 
sciences to contribute to the understanding of a whole 
man, the study of a whole area, its culture, and its society 
provides a concrete focus for the disciplines of the social 
sciences and. related fields of the humanities and the 
natural sciences. Team work is absolutely necessary in 
the field of area study, as in medicine; no single person 
or even science or discipline is capable of dealing with 
the complexities of the culture of an area. Mr. Parsons 
emphasized the fact that a generation ago the social 
sciences were not yet developed to the point where such 








extensive and concerted area studies might wisely be 
undertaken. The recent development of institutional 
sociology and social anthropology has provided “ essen- 
tial elements of the scientific tradition for dealing with 
area problems,” especially an integrated treatment of 
the total social system of an area. 

Another contribution or potential contribution of 
area studies to the development of social science is a 
deepened recognition of cultural differences, or what 
is sometimes called cultural relativity. Mr. Parsons 
stressed the role which institutional sociology and social 
anthropology play in the analysis of culture differences 
which becomes inevitably a primary focus of area study. 
In Mr. Herring’s words, 


Many specialists now interested in the study of areas 
have been trained in subject matter fields that are 
‘very much the product of our own Western culture. 
This holds particularly for economics, sociology, psy- 
chology, and political science. The conceptual schemes 
upon which these disciplines are based are, in large 
measure, the product of Western thought and institu- 
tions. Much of our thought in these fields has devel- 
oped greatly within recent decades and largely within 
a capitalistic and democratic society. Specialists whose 
training derives from this context are now attempting 
to apply their methods of analysis to cultures that are 
very different. The assumptions of the economist con- 
cerning economic behavior, the findings of the psy- 
chologist concerning freedom and authority, the 
premises of the sociologist in examining familial and 
social structures may undergo considerable modifica- 
tion. At any rate, if there be a provincialism within 
these disciplines, it will be quickly revealed when the 
expert applies his formulations to alien cultures. 


Furthermore, since almost all of the collection of data 
and interpretative analysis of modern social science has 
been carried out by Westerners, the perspective and the 
frame of reference are those of Western civilization. If 
we are looking for a universalization of social science as 
well as the emergence of a body of knowledge regarding 
important areas of the world, we must utilize the re- 
search technicians of the areas concerned. This obvi- 
ously calls for the training in social science of many 
individuals in non-Western cultures. An important test 
of the premises upon which the social sciences have been 
erected as well as of their methodological procedures 
would ultimately be comparison of the results of similar 
studies of various cultures carried out by individuals 
with differing cultural perspectives. Li An-Che was con- 
vinced that an area study of China, if it is to contribute 
to a universal social science, must be executed with the 
cooperation of Western and Chinese scholars, and that 
for an understanding of American society we should 


call upon non-American—even non-Western—students 
as well as upon our own. 

In addition, Owen Lattimore emphasized the fact that 
it is not enough to have specialized knowledge of single 
areas. Consideration must be given to the comparative 
study of problems which are common to several world 
areas, and to the relationship of any one area to sur- 
rounding but different areas. As Mr. Lattimore said, 
“‘ to determine the problems of an area you will have to 
have not only accurate knowledge of the area in itself, 
but some method of comparative study to rate it in its 
position in the spectrum relative to other areas.” 

On the level of practical utility, Mr. Herring empha- 
sized our urgent need for knowledge of important areas 
and peoples of the world in the normal course of inter- 
national relations. The role of such areas.as the Slavic 
countries, India, the Middle East, China, and Indonesia, 
for example, as powerful factors in the international 
scene makes it imperative that we have an economic, 
political, and cultural understanding of their peoples. 
This does not imply that area studies are to be regarded 
as military preparation for war, although obviously 
knowledge so gained would be useful should war actu- 
ally occur. Such knowledge is just as necessary in periods 
of international cooperation as in periods of tension and 
is the basis for developing better understanding between 
peoples of diverse values, ideologies, and objectives. 
Furthermore, the role of leadership in world affairs 
which the United States has assumed brings the obliga- 
tion to develop all the resources of science and scholar- 
ship useful in the peaceful conduct of international 
affairs. As Ephraim Speiser pointed out, “the supposed 
conflict between academic and national needs, between 
scholarship and government objectives, scientific prog- 
ress and basic intelligence” is more apparent than real. 
Strong academic scholarship is an important national 
resource. 

Throughout the discussion of the objectives of area 
studies, whether on a theoretical or a practical level, it 
was implicit that area knowledge does not substitute 
for competence in a field of the social sciences. Area re- 
search must be a part of the empirical study of sociology, 
anthropology, economics, or another of the social sci- 
ences, and must have bearing on their theoretical devel- 
opment. Area studies may add nothing new to the tech- 
niques of these disciplines, but area studies tend to 
bring more concrete data to bear on generalization and 
theory. Social science research in an area is still social 
science research, and falls heir not only to its body of 
theory and its methods but also to the difficulties inher- 
ent in interdisciplinary cooperation. 








INTERDISCIPLINARY RESEARCH 
IN WORLD AREAS 


In the previous discussion of the objectives of area 
study it was shown that by necessity area study is cross- 
disciplinary in character and must call upon specialists 
from various disciplines. It was apparent, however, that 
interdisciplinary research has seldom, if ever, been car- 
ried out on any extensive scale. No one great project 
could be pointed to as furnishing a pattern which might 
serve as a model for future research. Cooperative re- 
search was performed during the war with considerable 
success by groups charged with providing urgently 
needed data for tactical and policy decisions, and a few 
“area programs” involving actual field research have 
been undertaken. Much of benefit for future planning 
may be learned from these pioneer research programs. 

Ralph L. Beals therefore analyzed in some detail the 
Joint Tarascan Program of the University of California, 
the Instituto Nacional de Antropologia e Historia, and 
the Institute of Social Anthropology, and he described 
the recent Viru Valley project, undertaken by a group 
of scientists from various institutions representing sev- 
eral disciplines. The Tarascan Program had the objec- 
tive of learning as much as possible about the contempo- 
rary culture of the numerous Tarascan-speaking Indians 
of Michoacan, west of the Valley of Mexico, through 
analysis of their contemporary culture and environment 
and through historical study of the culture. Questions 
of practical applications were kept in the background, 
but at the same time certain investigations directed 
toward concrete and immediate utility were included. 

Although the Tarascan program accomplished a con- 
siderable amount of related research, especially in the 
fields of geography and anthropology, Mr. Beals con- 
sidered the Tarascan Program at least partially inade- 
quate. The research objectives might have been defined 
more specifically. Also, it was apparent that an under- 
standing of the Tarascan area called for studies relating 
to soil, to plants, and to nutrition; for historical studies 
of the region and its relationship to a larger area; and 
for a multitude of other investigations by diverse spe- 
cialists. Many scientists indicated interest and willing- 
ness to cooperate in this program, but there was a defi- 
nite financial obstacle. Mr. Beals goncluded that highly 
competent specialists such as soil scientists and botanists 
might carry out perfectly effective jobs without any 
prior area training, provided the program as a whole 
were carefully planned, adequately administered, and 
given full-time direction, by persons deeply versed in 
the area and in the philosophy of area study. 

The Viru Valley project was more limited in scope as 
well as in the geographical area involved than was the 


Tarascan program. For a period of several months, a 
small group of specialists in archaeology, geography, 
history, ethnology, and sociology was brought together 
to study the development of the culture of one Peruvian 
valley from its earliest archaeological horizons to the 
contemporary society. An over-all program was devel- 
oped and then broken down into a series of separate and 
individual projects. Although many of the specialists 
actually completed simultaneous research in the Valley, 
once the orientation of the program was set, it was pos- 
sible for some of the related individual studies to extend 
over a period of years. 

Out of these programs, and others which might be 
cited, several problems of interdisciplinary research 
emerged. First, what is the unit or the “area” to be 
studied? Government agencies call for information re- 
garding nations, and the self-consciousness of most 
modern nations would seem to make them the practical 
units for study. Mr. Beals expressed the view that area 
research is centered on people, and that the economic 
system, the attitudes, and the behavior patterns as well 
as the distinctive characteristics of a specific people who 
inhabit a particular area are a product of the culture or 
society to which the individuals belong. Cultures do 
have spatial qualities, but these do not necessarily coin- 
cide with political, linguistic, or geographical boundar- 
ies. Nations often contain diverse cultures and an area 
of cultural homogeneity sometimes spreads over several 
nations. The Tarascan program encompassed an area 
inhabited by a relatively uniform linguistic and cul- 
tural group of Spanish-Indians—a subculture of a Mid- 
dle American culture area and a small part of a nation. 
The Viru Valley project, however, concentrated on a 
single valley, a microcosm of a nation and of a wide- 
spread Andean cultural development. As John Gardner 
stated, “There are a whole series of criteria according 
to which one may define areas. A geographer, a linguist, 
an economist, a political scientist would each slice up 
the world map in a quite different way and each of them 
from his own point of view would be right.” Areas 
therefore cannot be rigidly defined. The unit of study 
depends upon the problem, the objectives of the study, 
and even the composition of the research team. 

Second, it becomes immediately obvious that no indi- 
vidual and no team of highly competent specialists can 
ever learn everything there is to know about any area, 
no matter how it is defined. A study of its economics 
may lead to study of diet, soils, entomology, zoology, 
geology, biology, ad infinitum. Some limiting factor 
must be introduced, namely, a problem or an orienting 
theme for the area study. Even focusing on such a broad 
subject as man in relation to his environment would 








eliminate great portions of knowledge from the study. 
Botanical investigation, for example, would still be nec- 
essary, but the focus would be on those plants in use by, 
or potentially useful to, man and not on a complete tax- 
onomy of all plant life in the area. More closely defined 
problems would further control the range of research 
and make area studies scientifically realistic, discourag- 
ing attempts to prepare an encyclopedia on a part of 
the earth. 


PROBLEMS OF AREA INSTRUCTION 


The rather special problems involved in area instruc- 
tion have been excellently analyzed in Robert B. Hall’s 
Area Studies: With Special Reference to’ Their Impli- 
cations for Research in the Social Sciences (Council 
Pamphlet 3); and the session devoted to this subject at 
the conference used that study as a basis for discussion. 
In regard to the relationship of language study to area 
instruction, David Rowe did not believe it possible to 
establish uniform language standards for research work- 
ers on foreign areas. The degree of competence re- 
quired in the language of the area depends entirely on 
the subject matter to be studied. The physical geog- 
rapher, for example, needs language less than the human 
geographer, and Mr. Rowe cited the case of an expert 
on Chinese banking and finance who finds his inabil- 
ity to read or speak Chinese no handicap since all who 
deal in this field in China speak English. Yet, an eco- 
nomic historian would need to speak Chinese and to be 
able to read both classical and modern Chinese to cover 
the publications of Chinese scholars in his field. Lan- 
guage competence, while in general absolutely neces- 
sary to the student of an area, must be in functional 
relation to disciplinary interests. Obviously, language is 
the main channel of communication with people and, 
as such, a necessary tool for social science research, but 
like any tool it is useless without the technical knowl- 
edge of a discipline. 

In planning graduate curricula in area institutes and 
programs, considerable thought has been given during 
these last few years to the advisability of organizing the 
presentation by means of an integrated course or semi- 
nar which combines a number of traditions of the 
humanities and the social sciences to provide an over- 
all picture of the area, as against organizing the curricu- 
lum into a series of parallel courses, each presenting 
a specialized picture of the area yet in total achieving 
the same result as the integrated course. Geroid Robin- 
son discussed the Russian Institute at Columbia Uni- 
versity, which follows the “parallel courses” system, 
and John Fairbank described the Regional Program 


4 


on China and Peripheral Areas at Harvard University, 
which presents area materials through the “ integrated 
course” system.? Both Harvard and Columbia, how- 
ever, emphasize discipline beyond the first year or so of 
area study, and at least on the doctoral level the student 
must satisfy the normal requirements for the degree in 
one of the disciplinary departments. ‘There is no attempt 
to train “area specialists” as such on this level but 
rather to train social scientists and humanists with the 
additional knowledge of an important area of the world. 
As Mr. Robinson pointed out, “ Area programs demand 
more, not less, than the normal departmental require- 
ments.” This obviously poses the problem of adding at 
least one year to the time necessary for the Ph.D. degree 
for the student who would combine area study with 
his discipline. There is compensation for this additional 
burden, however, as George E. Taylor pointed out, 
since acquisition of area specialization adds another 
qualification to the well trained political scientist, 
economist, or anthropolagist. The conference seemed 
to agree that a discipline is the core to which area knowl- 
edge should be added. 


AREA PANELS 


The discussions and the conclusions of the full day 
of panel meetings on Europe, Latin America, the Soviet 
Union, Southeast Asia and India, the Near East, and the 
Far East reflected not only the different problems which 
the study of each area presents but also the disparate 
stages of development in the organized study of these 
areas. The Near East panel felt that a training program 
for teaching and research personnel was urgently needed 


for that area, and that a wider range of disciplinary 


interests should be represented among those specializ- 
ing in it. Specifically, they indicated that students of 
anthropology, sociology, linguistics, and law could make 
a vital contribution to the knowledge of the Near East. 
The panels on the Soviet Union and the Far East were 
concerned with problems of graduate instruction as 
well as with broader standards for area training. There 
are already well established graduate institutes for these 
two areas and many participants in these panels are faced 
with specific training or administrative problems. 

The panel on Southeastern Asia and India found suffi- 
cient historical and cultural unity in these regions to 
qualify them as a single area for study, best titled South- 
ern Asia. They found that despite Southern Asia’s im- 
portance in terms of population mass and resources, it 
is “one of the most completely neglected [areas] in 


2 These two programs are described and analyzed by Hall in Area 
Studies, pp. 57-63. 
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American scholarship and education.” The panel called 
for an urgent and concentrated research program and 
for training of specialists in Southern Asia. 

The European area panel looked for logical grounds 
on which Europe might be considered an area which 
would provide a broader basis for study than the indi- 
vidual countries and a more limited basis than world- 
wide European culture. The western half of Europe, 
it was agreed, might be studied as a unit for practical 
purposes. The panel discussed the effect of interdis- 
ciplinary area studies as an integrative factor on the al- 
ready highly developed study of this portion of the 
world. 

The Latin American panel felt that because of the 
relatively long history of area studies in that area, many 
problems of teaching, of personnel, of teaching and 
research materials, and of interdisciplinary cooperation, 
which the other panels currently face, “ have been either 
temporarily resolved or shelved” by Latin American- 
ists. The panel discussed instead the methods and objec- 
tives of area research and proposed the appraisal of re- 
search programs which have been undertaken in Latin 
America as a basis for future and current research plan- 
ning. A series of interdisciplinary research programs are 
now under way or in a planning stage in this area, and 
their leaders are grappling with many concrete problems. 

Despite the special preoccupations of the various area 
panels, Mr. Hall in summarizing their conclusions 
was able to point to a remarkable unanimity on a num- 
ber of points and to a basic agreement as to what con- 
stitutes area study and research. All panels agreed that 
area study at the graduate and research level constitutes 
an important and highly desirable academic develop- 
ment. For the moment the primary effort must be 
directed to training of advanced research and teaching 
personnel. Graduate area study is a matter of giving an 
added competence to the student rather than replacing 
standard disciplinary training. As the panel on the 
Soviet Union stated it, “ An ‘area specialist’ for prac- 
tical purposes . . . is a person who combines a general 
knowledge of his area with the full mastery of one dis- 
cipline.” Language is a necessary tool for area research, 
and study of language should be integrated with field 
research and with study of the area as such. Graduate 
teaching programs should sponsor field research, and all 
panels agreed that area research must be developed 
rapidly in various world areas. Finally, all panels indi- 
cated the necessity of some continuing group for each 
area to carry on the discussions of the panels and to put 
into practice some of the suggestions made by the panels. 
The most practical pattern suggested seemed to be that 
of a committee on each area representing various dis- 


ciplines of the social sciences, the humanities, and the 
natural sciences. 


CONCLUSIONS 


Although many specific conclusions and many indi- 
vidual opinions have been omitted for lack of space, 
many of the basic conclusions reached by the conference 
are reflected in the foregoing report. At least for the 
present writer the conference clarified many general 
points, both theoretical and practical, regarding area 
study and research. While these conclusions cannot be 
said to be those of the conference, they were derived 
mainly from the conference and were shared, I believe, 
by an important segment of the participants. These 
points may be summarized as follows: 

1. Area study is an important development for the 
social sciences, yet area research does not differ in any 
important way from research as it is currently conceived 
by the various disciplines. Neither integration through 
interdisciplinary research nor the desire to universalize 
the social sciences through comparative data from non- 
Western regions is unique to area studies. The area ap- 
proach, however, provides a mechanism so to speak for 
achieving both these goals. Because area research focuses 
the combined efforts of various disciplines upon one 
area of the earth, it provides a common meeting ground 
for specialists. Because of its preoccupation with foreign 
areas and non-Western cultures, area research brings to 
bear comparative and empirical data necessary to the 
development of a universal social science. Area research, 
then, is a natural and progressive step in the develop- 
ment of an objective science of man. 

2. On a utilitarian level, area studies and research 
are vital to national interests and to intercultural un- 
derstanding. In order to work with and live with other 
peoples, we must have an integrated understanding of 
their behavior, their motivations, and their values as 
well as of the potentialities of the part of the world they 
inhabit. Areas of the world inhabited by important seg- 
ments of the world population have been inadequately 
studied. Their peoples are taking an increasingly impor- 
tant role in world affairs, and the study of such areas 
is both a national and an international obligation of 
modern scholarship. 

g. As to concrete problems of interdisciplinary re- 
search, two main conclusions seem especially pertinent: 

a. Successful interdisciplinary research calls for a 
well defined research problem as a focus for any co- 
operative and integrated study which is to be carried 
out by a team of specialists. It is not enough to ask for 
as complete “ coverage” as possible or to aim toward 
some sort of encyclopedic knowledge of a part of the 








world and the culture of its inhabitants. In each case, 
pertinent questions must be asked and the various dis- 
ciplines must be called upon to contribute toward 
an integrated answer. 

b. The geographic unit which is the subject of 
such interdisciplinary area research may vary in ac- 
cordance with the specific problem which is being 
attacked. An “ area” may be a nation, a culture area, 
an ecological unit, or a subdivision of any of these. 
4. In keeping with the above considerations, area in- 

struction, at least on the advanced graduate and research 
level which the conference discussed, essentially involves 
the training of modern social scientists, humanists, or 
natural scientists. But because area research deals in 
general with foreign areas of the world and with cul- 
tures different from our own, such scientists need to be 
equipped with additional tools and knowledge. The 
scientist must acquire a broad and interrelated under- 
standing of his area, and he must also know the language 
of its people as a necessary tool for study and research. 
Furthermore, it would seem highly advisable that area 
training envisage actual residence and field experience 
for each student in his area of specialization whenever 
this is possible. The social scientist who works within 





his own culture (in this case Western culture) in gen- 
eral does not need such additional training, for pre- 
sumably his total education has been directed toward 
a knowledge of the culture in which he will work. 

5. Finally, some important gaps seem apparent in the 
field of area studies. It was obvious from the very ar- 
rangement of panels that African studies are weakly 
developed in this country. The panels of other regions 
such as the Near East and Southern Asia called attention 
to the neglect of these areas by American scholars, 
Training programs are needed to supply teaching and 
research personnel for such areas and for peripheral 
areas such as Indonesia and Central Asia. Certain dis- 
ciplines, such as psychology and economics, are weakly 
represented among those active in area studies, and 
students and mature scholars trained in these disciplines 
must be attracted into area research if we are to study 
the various areas with the full force of social science. 
Above all, actual area research as it is at present con- 
ceived must be undertaken both to provide urgently 
needed knowledge of important areas and to develop 
the methods and techniques of integrated and coopera- 
tive research through concrete experience. 


Program: NATIONAL CONFERENCE ON THE STUDY OF WORLD AREAS 


November 28, Morning 
PURPOSE AND PLAN OF THE CONFERENCE 


Speaker: Donald C. McKay, Harvard University, 
Conference Chairman 


THE OBJECTIVES OF AREA STUDY 
Speaker: Pendleton Herring, Carnegie Corporation of New York 


Discussion: Owen Lattimore, Johns Hopkins University 
Talcott Parsons, Harvard University 
Mortimer Graves, American Council of Learned Societies 


Afternoon 
INTERDISCIPLINARY RESEARCH IN WoRLD AREAS 
Chairman: Melville J. Herskovits, Northwestern University 
Speaker: Ralph L. Beals, University of California at Los Angeles 


Discussion: John W. Gardner, Carnegie Corporation of New York 
Li An-Che, Yale University 
Ephraim A. Speiser, University of Pennsylvania 


Evening 
DINNER MEETING 
Chairman: Donald Young, Social Science Research Council 
Speaker: Paul H. Buck, Harvard University 
Area Study—A New Perspective in Education 


November 29, Morning and Afternoon 
PANEL MEETINGS 


Chairmen: 
Latin America W. Rex Crawford, University of Pennsylvania 
EUROPE Donald C. McKay, Harvard University 


Soviet Union Philip E. Mosely, Columbia University 


NEAR East Walter L. Wright, Jr., Princeton University 

SOUTHERN ASIA Kingsley Davis, Princeton University 

Far East George E. Taylor, University of Washington 
Evening 


THE StuDy OF WorLD AREAS 
Chairman: Hayward Keniston, University of Michigan 
Speakers: Ralph Linton, Yale University 
The Contribution of Anthropology to Area Research 


F. S. C. Northrop, Yale University 
The Role of Philosophy in Area Studies 


November 30, Morning 
PROBLEMS OF AREA INSTRUCTION 
Chairman: William C. DeVane, Yale University 
Speakers: David N. Rowe, Yale University 
John K. Fairbank, Harvard University 
Geroid T. Robinson, Columbia University 
Walter L. Wright, Jr., Princeton University 
George E. Taylor, University of Washington 
Owen Lattimore, Johns Hopkins University 


LUNCHEON MEETING 


Speaker: Robert B. Hall, University of Michigan 
Recommendations of Area Panel Meetings 
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THE FULBRIGHT ACT 


Tue Fulbright Act, Public Law 584, 79th Congress, au- 
thorizes the Department of State to use certain foreign 
currencies and credits acquired through the sale of sur- 
plus property abroad for programs of educational inter- 
change with other nations. Programs become operative 
as agreements are concluded between the United States 
and each of the governments concerned. 

Geographical scope: Programs have been initiated in 
China and Burma, and are contemplated in the follow- 
ing countries: United Kingdom, Australia, New Zea- 
land, Finland, Netherlands, Norway, Belgium, France, 
Czechoslovakia, Austria, Hungary, Italy, Greece, Tur- 
key, Egypt, Iran, Netherlands East Indies, the Philip- 
pines, and Siam. Sales in process of negotiation may 
bring in a number of other countries, including India 
and Pakistan. 

Funds: Present estimates indicate that the equivalent 
of approximately $8,000,000 annually will be available 
for the total program in the participating countries. 
Only foreign currencies are available; hence none of 
this money will be spent in the United States, its terri- 
tories, or possessions. No expenses within the United 
States can be met with Fulbright funds. 

Benefits: Grants may be made for study, teaching of 
all types and at all levels, research work, and other 
phases of professional educational work in the broad 
sense of the term. Grants to United States citizens may 
include payment of tuition or salary, maintenance, 
travel, and expenses incidental to their scholastic work 
abroad such as equipment, books, etc. The same bene- 
fits may accrue to citizens of participating countries 
who wish to pursue educational activities in American 
schools outside the United States. Grants to citizens of 
participating countries who wish to come to this coun- 
try for their work may include only transportation costs. 

All grants will be made to individuals, not institu- 
tions. However, all educational activities financed under 
the Act must be undertaken in connection with schools 
and institutions of higher learning, but these will be 
interpreted broadly to include; in addition to universi- 
ties, professional schools, research centers, institutes, etc. 

Administration: The Act provides for the appoint- 
ment, by the President, of a Board of Foreign Scholar- 


* Mr. Holland was until recently Assistant Director of the Office 
of Information and Educational Exchange, Department of State, and 
also Executive Secretary of the Board of Foreign Scholarships. 

1A recent ruling of the Solicitor General of the Veterans Adminis- 
tration makes it possible for veterans to receive benefits under the 
G.I. Bill and the Fulbright Act concurrently. 


by Kenneth Holland * 


ships, responsible for the selection of persons and insti- 
tutions to participate in the program, and for the super- 
vision of educational activities. The Board has dele- 
gated the preliminary screening of applicants and re- 
lated services for grants to three agencies. These are: 
for grants to those desiring to go abroad as students, 
the Institute of International Education; for those wish- 
ing to teach abroad in national elementary or second- 
ary schools, the U. S. Office of Education; and for those 
who wish to teach in institutions of higher learning or 
to pursue postdoctoral work abroad, the Conference 
Board of Associated Research Councils. The Confer- 
ence Board will also screen applicants for teaching posi- 
tions in American elementary and secondary schools in 
foreign countries. The Department of State is charged 
with the general administration of the Act, and pro- 
vides the Secretariat for the Board of Foreign Scholar- 
ships. As agreements are concluded with each partici- 
pating country, an Educational Foundation is set up 
in that country to administer the program there. 

Opportunities: To initiate the program in China, 
the Board of Foreign Scholarships announced that op- 
portunities are now available for 20 United States grad- 
uate students to study in institutions of higher learning 
in China. Persons wishing to inquire about these schol- 
arships, and to obtain application forms, should write 
to the Institute of International Education, 2 West 45th 
Street, New York 19, N. Y. 

The Eoard has also announced opportunities for 20 
United States professors and 10 postdoctoral research 
scholars to teach or carry on research in connection with 
institutions of higher learning in China, and similar 
openings for 6 United States professors in Burma. In- 
quiries about these grants should be addressed to the 
Conference Board of Associated Research Councils, 
2101 Constitution Avenue, N.W., Washington 25, D. C. 

Selection of candidates in general will be guided by 
excellence of scholastic or professional achievement, 
and preference will be given to veterans of World Wars 
I and II. Applicants will be expected to demonstrate 
a proficiency in the language of the country to which 
they plan to go wherever it is essential to the project 
which they propose to undertake. No action can be taken 
on applications for Fulbright grants in countries other 
than China and Burma until an agreement has been 
signed with the particular country. In the meantime 
requests for information on future programs may be 
addressed to the Division of International Exchange of 
Persons, Department of State, Washington 25, D. C. 








COMMITTEE BRIEFS 


AGRICULTURAL MARKETING RESEARCH 


Frederick V. Waugh (chairman), John D. Black, A. C. 
Hoffman, Theodore W. Schultz, Herman M. Southworth, 
Leland Spencer, Frank J. Welch, H. R. Wellman, Walter 
W. Wilcox; staff, R. G. Bressler, Jr. 


The membership of the committee has been increased 
through the recent appointment of Walter W. Wilcox of 
the University of Wisconsin. The introductory sections of 
the proposed appraisal and planning report on agricultural 
marketing research, which is being sponsored by the com- 
mittee, have been completed by R. G. Bressler, Jr.; and 
progress is being made on succeeding sections, especially 
those concerned with marketing efficiency and costs and 
the efficiency of the pricing mechanism. 


AREA RESEARCH TRAINING FELLOWSHIPS 


Philip E. Mosely (chairman), Cora Du Bois, Merle Fain- 
sod, Robert B. Hall, Thorsten Sellin, Charles Wagley, 
Walter L. Wright, Jr.; staff, Laura Barrett, secretary to the 
committee. 


The committee was appointed in January to administer 
the new program of fellowships and travel grants for re- 
search in world areas, planned by the Committee on World 
Area Research and made possible by a grant from the 
Carnegie Corporation of New York. An announcement 
concerning this program appéars on page 12, infra. An 
organizational meeting of the committee was held on Feb- 
ruary 8 and one award was made, as listed on page 11. 


CONFERENCE BOARD OF 
ASSOCIATED RESEARCH COUNCILS 


(Joint with the American Council on Education, American 
Council of Learned Societies, and National Research 
Council) 


Ross G. Harrison (chairman), Donald Young (secretary), 
Detlev W. Bronk, Aaron J. Brumbaugh, William C. 
DeVane, Cornelius Krusé, A. T. Poffenberger, George F. 
Zook. 


To cooperate with the State Department in the adminis- 
tration of the Fulbright Act the Conference Board has ap- 
pointed a Committee on the International Exchange of 
Persons. As Mr. Holland’s article in this issue of Items 
states, the Conference Board has been asked to screen ap- 
plicants on the postdoctoral, professorial, and specialist 
levels. The committee, which held its initial meeting on 
February 11, consists of Aaron J. Brumbaugh of the Ameri- 
can Council on Education (chairman), M. H. Trytten of 


the National Research Council (secretary), Carl W. Blegen 
of the University of Cincinnati, Detlev W. Bronk of the 
National Research Council, George S. Counts of Teachers 
College, Fred Eggan of the University of Chicago, Mortimer 
Graves of the American Council of Learned Societies, and 
Pendleton Herring of the Carnegie Corporation of New 
York. Gordon T. Bowles of Harvard University has been 
appointed executive secretary of the committee. Messrs. 
Eggan and Herring represent the Social Science Research 
Council. 

An exploratory committee to consider afresh the desira- 
bility and functions of some form of continuing organiza- 
tion concerned with research in the Latin American field, 
in lieu of the former joint Committee on Latin American 
Studies, has been appointed by the Conference Board. The 
members of the exploratory group are John P. Gillin of 
the University of North Carolina (chairman), W. Rex 
Crawford of the University of Pennsylvania, Henry Grattan 
Doyle of George Washington University, Hayward Keniston 
of the University of Michigan, and Julian H. Steward of 
Columbia University, with Charles Wagley of the Social 
Science Research Council serving as secretary. The com- 
mittee has been asked to formulate its recommendations 
by June. 


ECONOMIC HISTORY 


Arthur H. Cole (chairman), Earl J. Hamilton, Herbert 
Heaton, John G. B. Hutchins, Harold A. Innis, Leland H. 
Jenks, Edward C. Kirkland, Frederic C. Lane, Robert 
Warren. 


The committee has made a grant to Harry H. Pierce of 
Syracuse University to aid him in a study of the contribu- 
tions of local communities in New York State to the 
development of railroads in that area. 

Arrangements have been made with the Harvard Univer- 
sity Press for publication of the next several volumes in the 
series sponsored by the committee. Economic Policy and 
Democratic Thought: Pennsylvania, 1776-1860 by Louis 
Hartz was published in February. Revolution in Glass- 
making by Warren C. Scoville and the two-volume work, 
Men, Cities, and Transportation: A Study in New England 
History, 1820-1900, by Edward C. Kirkland are scheduled 
for publication in May and June, respectively. The com- 
mittee has accepted for publication a document by John 
W. Cadman, Jr., formerly of Princeton University, on the 
development of the corporation in New Jersey before 1875. 

As a part of its promotion of research on the history of 
entrepreneurship the committee sponsored a conference of 
persons working in that field, in Philadelphia, on February 
28-29. 




















EXPLORATORY COMMITTEE ON A 
RECORDS MANAGEMENT CENTER 


Thomas C. Cochran (chairman), Arthur H. Cole, Jack- 
son S. Hutto, Emmett J. Leahy, Roy F. Nichols. 


The committee was appointed in January, following 
earlier explorations under the auspices of the American 
Historical Association, to examine the feasibility of and 
draft plans for establishing a national records management 
center. The proposed center would be concerned with 1m- 
proving the preservation, accessibility, and standards of use 
of business and institutional records for research purposes. 


HOUSING RESEARCH 


Richard U. Ratcliff (chairman), Howard G. Brunsman, 
Nicholas J. Demerath, Ernest M. Fisher, John M. Gaus, 
Robert B. Mitchell, Arthur M. Weimer, Louis Wirth, 
Coleman Woodbury; staff, Gerald Breese. 


The committee met January 29-31 with the authors of 
the four planning memoranda initiated thus far. These 
include memoranda on “Production of New Housing” by 
Leo Grebler, “Housing Standards” by Svend Riemer, 
“Housing Needs and Demand” by A. Benjamin Handler, 
and “Housing Environment” by Gerald Breese. Plans were 
made for the preparation of two additional memoranda, 
one on “Minority Housing” under a subcommittee com- 
posed of Louis Wirth and Ernest M. Fisher, and one on 
“Rural Housing” under the direction of Nicholas J. Dem- 
erath. Attention was given also to several proposals for 
expanding the committee’s program. 


LABOR MARKET RESEARCH 


J. Douglas Brown (chairman), E. Wight Bakke, Philip 
M. Hauser, Clark Kerr, Gladys L. Palmer, Carroll L. 
Shartle, Dale Yoder; staff, Paul Webbink. 


A second conference on wage research sponsored by the 
committee was held at Harvard University on February 
21-22 under the guidance of a subcommittee consisting of 
John T. Dunlop, Richard A. Lester, Charles A. Myers, 
Lloyd G. Reynolds, and Arthur M. Ross. Using as its 
point of departure the discussions at a conference held at 
Yale University in April 1947 (summarized in Council 
Pamphlet 4, Research on Wages), this year’s conference was 
concerned with the wage policies of trade unions and busi- 
ness firms, adaptation to changes in money wage rates, 
relations between the wage structure and labor mobility, 
and internal plant wage structure. It is anticipated that 
a resumé of the discussion will be published as a pam- 
phlet by the Council in the course of the summer. 

A third Memorandum on University Research Programs 
in the Field of Labor was issued in January, bringing down 
to date notations comparable with those published in 1946 
and 1947. It is being distributed to interested persons from 
the Council’s Washington office. The committee’s series of 


research planning memoranda was continued with the pub- 
lication, in January, of Council Pamphlet 5 by Carroll L. 
Shartle, Vocational Counseling and Placement in the Com- 
munity in Relation to Labor Mobility, Tenure, and Other 
Factors. 


MEASUREMENT OF OPINION, ATTITUDES 
AND CONSUMER WANTS 


(Joint with the National Research Council) 


Samuel A. Stouffer (chairman), S. S. Wilks (vice-chair- 
man), P. G. Agnew, Edward Battey, Hadley Cantril, Archi- 
bald M. Crossley, W. Edwards Deming, Robert F. Elder, 
George Gallup, Philip M. Hauser, Carl I. Hovland, Paul 
F. Lazarsfeld, Rensis Likert, Darrell B. Lucas, Elmo Roper, 
Walter A. Shewhart, Frank Stanton, C. L. Warwick; staff, 
Elbridge Sibley, Frederick F. Stephan, Philip J. McCarthy. 


Advisory subcommittees have been appointed for each 
of the three major projects sponsored by the committee. 
For sampling studies directed by Frederick F. Stephan the 
following persons serve as an advisory body: Messrs. Wilks 
(chairman), Deming, and Lazarsfeld of the joint committee, 
with William G. Cochran and Raymond J. Jessen of Iowa 
State College, Raymond Franzen and Alfred Politz of New 
York City, Morris H. Hansen of the Bureau of the Census, 
and J. Stevens Stock of the Opinion Research Corporation. 
The advisory subcommittee on the study of interviewer 
effect, which is being conducted by the National Opinion 
Research Center under the direction of Clyde W. Hart, 
consists of the following members and staff of the joint 
committee: Messrs. Stephan (chairman), Crossley, Deming, 
Gallup, Lazarsfeld, Likert, and Roper. The study of the 
use of panels, which has been initiated under the direction 
of Paul Lazarsfeld by the Columbia University Bureau of 
Applied Social Research, has the aid of the following sub- 
committee: Messrs. Deming, Elder, Hart, Hovland, Lucas, 
and Stephan, with Samuel Barton of Industrial Surveys, A. 
Ross Eckler of the Bureau of the Census, Tjalling Koop- 
mans of the University of Chicago, and A. Wells Wilbor 
of General Mills, Inc. 


PACIFIC COAST COMMITTEE ON 
LABOR MARKET RESEARCH 


Clark Kerr (chairman), Paul A. Dodd, Maurice I. Ger- 
shenson, Robert D. Gray, William S. Hopkins, John P. 
Troxell. 


On December 29, 1947, at the annual conference of the 
Pacific Coast Economic Association, the committee con- 
ducted a round table on the “Collection and Utilization of 
Labor Market Information on the Pacific Coast.” John P. 
Troxell served as chairman of the round table, and Maurice 
I. Gershenson spoke on “The Work of the Division of 
Labor Statistics and Research of the California State De- 
partment of Industrial Relations.” In conducting this pro- 
gram, the committee hoped to encourage other Pacific 








Coast states to expand their recording and analysis of labor 
Statistics, and to undertake labor market research com- 
parable to that conducted in California. In attendance were 
a number of key persons from state offices of Oregon and 
Washington. 


PACIFIC COAST COMMITTEE ON 
SOCIAL STATISTICS 


Davis McEntire (chairman), Maurice I. Gershenson, 
George M. Kuznets, William Robinson, Calvin F. Schmid, 
Dorothy S. Thomas. 


In response to a request by the chairn:an of the commit- 
tee, arrangements were made in December for a visit to the 
San Francisco Bay Area by Morris H. Hansen, Special As- 
sistant to the Director, Bureau of the Census. The purpose 
of Mr. Hansen’s visit was to inform social scientists in this 
area of the progress made in sampling procedures by the 
Census Bureau, and to advise them on similar problems 
being encountered in their own research projects. Meetings 
sponsored by the committee on December 19 were devoted 
chiefly to discussion of sampling methods in population 
estimates. Approximately 25 persons participated. On the 
following day a session was held on the problem of response 
error in agricultural income surveys. George M. Kuznets 
conducted the discussion, centering on a study carried on 
cooperatively by the University of California and the 
Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 

Mr. Hansen also met with the Pacific Coast Committee 
on Community Studies, with Jerzy Neyman’s seminar in 
mathematical statistics, and gave two public addresses, one 
arranged by Harold E. Jones and the Extension Division of 
the University of California, and the other by the San Fran- 
cisco chapter of the American Statistical Association. 


PUBLIC LIBRARY INQUIRY 


Robert D. Leigh (chairman), Ralph A. Beals, J. Frederic 
Dewhurst, Donald G. Marquis, Mary U. Rothrock, Richard 
H. Shryock, Malcolm M. Willey; staff, Robert D. Leigh, 
director. 


The 23 specific studies of the American public library 
constituting the inquiry’s major activity are progressing, 
and present schedules call for their completion by the end 
of September. The integration of the studies and prepara- 
tion of the final general report will occupy the four subse- 
quent months. The first draft of the report should be ready 
for review by the committee and members of the profession 
about February 1, 1949, and publication will follow. It is 
expected that six or more of the special studies will be 
issued as separate reports under the committee’s auspices. 

The specific studies now under way involve intensive 
analysis of libraries in a sample of 66 communities, urban 
and rural. Five staff members, including the director, have 
divided the sample for visits and interviews to obtain ma- 
terial on library controls, pressures, organization, and rela- 
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tionships. They also will make a general analysis of the 
current library services. The staff interviews are conducted 
on the basis of a definite schedule of topics, but are kept as 
free and flexible as possible. The study of library personnel 
also involves visits to the libraries in the sample, for per- 
sonal supervision of a battery of questionnaires for the 
library staffs and for schematic interviews with library ad- 
ministrators. Studies dealing with other aspects of the 
inquiry involve personal observation and interviews in 
only a part of the total sample. 

Since the announcement of staff appointments in the 
December issue of Items, Joseph Klapper, a Fellow of the 
Rockefeller Foundation, Division of Humanities, has un- 
dertaken a qualitative analysis of the evidence and social 
science thinking on the effects of communication, especially 
reading, as a guide to library policy. This study is being 
conducted at the Columbia University Bureau of Applied 
Social Research. Cecile Starr, research assistant at the Insti- 
tute of Adult Education, Teachers College, and Phyllis 
Osteen, Librarian of the Woodstock Branch of the New 
York Public Library, have also been added to the staff. 


SLAVIC STUDIES 
(Joint with the American Council of Learned Societies) 


Philip E. Mosely (chairman), Ernest J. Simmons (secre- 
tary), Percy W. Corbett, Merle Fainsod, Robert J. Kerner, 
Geroid T. Robinson, S. Harrison Thomson, René Wellek. 


This joint committee was appointed in February at the 
suggestion of the ACLS which had long maintained a com- 
mittee in this field with members drawn from social science 
disciplines as well as from the humanities. This group 
recently recommended that its sponsorship be widened, be- 
cause its program is of interest to scientists and scholars in 
many fields. It is concerned with the improvement of tools 
and methods for Russian and Slavic studies, with promoting 
systematic research in its field in different institutions, with 
development of the American Slavic Review as an organ of 
publication, and with effecting means of improving the 
flow of Russian materials to research institutions in this 
country. 


SOCIAL ADJUSTMENT IN OLD AGE 


Robert J. Havighurst (chairman), E. W. Burgess, J. McV. 
Hunt, Robert R. Sears, Clark Tibbitts; staff, Glen Heathers. 


The program initiated by this committee while it was a 
subcommittee of the former Committee on Social Adjust- 
ment is in its final stages. The preliminary edition of a re- 
search planning report has been revised by Otto Pollak and 
Glen Heathers and will be published as Council Bulletin 
59 under the title Problems of Adjustment in Old Age. 
A Memorandum on Research in Progress on Social Science 
Aspects of Old Age was mimeographed in February and 
distributed to interested workers in the field. 











PERSONNEL 
DIRECTORS OF THE COUNCIL 


The seven national social science organizations associated 


- with the Council have named the following persons to 


serve as directors of the Council for the three-year term 
1948-50: 


Wendell C. Bennett, Yale University, by the American 
Anthropological Association 

Joseph J. Spengler, Duke University, by the American 
Economic Association 

Roy F. Nichols, University of Pennsylvania, by the 
American Historical Association 

Frederick S. Dunn, Yale University, by the American 
Political Science Association 

Robert R. Sears, State University of Iowa, by the 
American Psychological Association 

Kimball Young, Northwestern University, by the 
American Sociological Society 

S. S. Wilks, Princeton University, by the American 
Statistical Association 


Credentials of these men are scheduled for acceptance by 
the board of directors of the Council at its spring meeting 
in New York, April 3-4, 1948. 


RESEARCH TRAINING FELLOWSHIPS 


The Committee on Social Science Personnel met on 
January 23 to consider applications for research training 
fellowships received since its October meeting. The follow- 
ing ten appointments were made: 


Warren C. Baum, B.A., Columbia College, Ph.D. 

_ candidate Harvard University, Economics, for study 
of competition in the tobacco industry 

. Douglas H. Eldridge, M.B.A. University of Washing- 

ton, Ph.D. candidate University of Chicago, Eco- 
nomics, for study of federal taxation of income 
from exhausting resources 

William R. Hitchcock, B.A. Princeton University, 
Ph.D. candidate Yale University, History, for train- 
ing in social psychology and social anthropology in 
connection with a doctoral dissertation on the rela- 
tion between ideological forces and social move- 
ments in a period of the German Reformation 

Neil T. Houston, M.A. Fletcher School of Law and 
Diplomacy, Ph.D. candidate Harvard University, 
Economics, for an analysis of productivity in market- 
ing in the United States 

George McT. Kahin, M.A. Stanford University, Ph.D. 
candidate Johns Hopkins University, Political 
Science, for analysis of government and politics in 
the Indonesian Republic as a study in the trans- 
formation of a colonial society 

Robert G. Long, M.A. Syracuse University, Ph.D. can- 
didate Northwestern University, Geography, for 


field research on land utilization in the Middle 
Paraiba Valley, Brazil 

Richard Ruggles, Ph.D. Harvard University, Eco- 
nomics, for research on specific problems of national 
economies in England, Sweden, and France 

» Stanley J. Stein, B.A. College of the City of New York, 

Ph.D. candidate Harvard University, History, for a 
study of regional change in land use, transportation, 
and society in the Paraiba Valley, Brazil, 1850-1900 

Stanley P. Wasson, M.A. University of Washington, 
Ph.D. candidate University of Pennsylvania, History, 
for training in agricultural economics and rural 
sociology in connection with a doctoral dissertation 
on the farm bloc in Congress, 1919-23 

Eugene A. Wilkening, M.A. University of Missouri, 
Ph.D. candidate University of Chicago, Sociology, 
for a study of behavior toward educational and 
action programs in two rural communities in rela- 
tion to their social organization and culture 


The committee also granted extensions of awards pre- 
viously made to the following fellows of the Council: 
Alexander Erlich, New School for Social Research; Louis 
Guttman, Cornell University; and John A. Scott, Columbia 
University. 

The members of the committee in charge of these awards 
are Leonard S. Cottrell, Jr. (chairman), Fred Eggan, Glen 
Heathers, Philip E. Mosely, Elbridge Sibley, and Paul 
Webbink. Laura Barrett is secretary to the committee, and 
all inquiries concerning fellowships should be addressed 
to her at the New York office of the Council. 


AREA RESEARCH TRAINING FELLOWSHIP 


One appointment has been made under the Council’s 
newly established program of area research training fellow- 
ships, described on page 12. A predoctoral fellowship has 
been awarded to: 


John E. deYoung, M.A. University of Hawaii, Ph.D. 
candidate University of Chicago, Anthropology, for 
a social anthropological study of the life of the 
Siamese in town and country 


NEW PUBLICATIONS 
BOOKS 


The Labor Force in the United States 1890 to 1960 by 
John D. Durand. Prepared under the auspices of 
the Scripps Foundation for Research in Population 
Problems with the cooperation of the Bureau of the 
Census, at the suggestion of the Council’s Commit- 
tee on Labor Market Research. New York: Social 
Science Research Council. In press. Pp. c. 300. $2.50. 

American Opinion on World Affairs in the Atomic 
Age by Leonard S. Cottrell, Jr. and Sylvia Eberhart. 
Based on a report prepared for the Council’s former 





Committee on Social Aspects of Atomic Energy. In- 
troduction by Frederick Osborn. Princeton: Prince- 
ton University Press. In press. Pp. c. 140. $2.50. 

Economic Policy and Democratic Thought: Pennsyl- 
vania, 1776-1860 by Louis Hartz. Sponsored by the 
Committee on Economic History. Cambridge: Har- 
vard University Press, 1948. Pp. 383. $4.00. 

Social Problems on the Home Front: A Study of War- 
Time Influences by Francis E. Merrill. Prepared with 
the aid of the Committee on War Studies. New 
York: Harper & Brothers. Pp. 258. $3.50. 

Handbook of Latin American Studies: 1944, No. 10. 
Sponsored by the Library of Congress and the 
former joint Committee on Latin American Studies. 


Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1947. Pp. 440. 
$7.00. 


SSRC BULLETIN AND PAMPHLET SERIES 

The Recruitment, Selection, and Training of Social 
Scientists, Bulletin 58, by Elbridge Sibley. In press. . 
Pp. c. 160. $1.50. 

Vocational Counseling and Placement in the Com- 
munity in Relation to Labor Mobility, Tenure, and 
Other Factors, Pamphlet 5, by Carroll L. Shartle 
with the assistance of Sanford Cohen. January 1948. 
Pp. 18. 25 cents. 


All numbers in the Council’s bulletin and pamphlet series 
are distributed from the New York office of the Council. 


ANNOUNCEMENT 


AREA RESEARCH TRAINING FELLOWSHIPS 
AND TRAVEL GRANTS 


With the aim of training social scientists for research on 
major world areas and promoting research to increase un- 
derstanding of those areas and their peoples, the Council 
is offering during 1948 predoctoral and postdoctoral area 
research training fellowships and travel grants for research 
in foreign areas. Citizens and permanent residents of this 
country and Canada are eligible. Preference is given to 
candidates in social science fields, but applications for 
training in area research in closely related humanistic or 
natural science fields are considered. 


Applicants for predoctoral fellowships must have ful- 
filled all requirements for the Ph.D. in a social science or 


related field except completion of a dissertation. Prefer- 
ence is given to candidates whose graduate training has 
centered in systematic interdisciplinary study of an area, 
and who are not over go years of age. but persons without 
previous area training may apply. 

Candidates for postdoctoral fellowships must have dem- 
onstrated their capacity for productive research in a social 
science or related field. Previous knowledge of the area to 
be studied is desirable but not prerequisite. Preference is 
given to applicants not over 35, years of age. 

Candidates for either type of fellowship must submit a 
program of study and research which is directly related to 
the understanding of a major world area and its people. 
The program is judged on its potentialities for contribut- 


ing to such understanding and for advancing the individual 
in a research and teaching career concerned with that area. 
Predoctoral candidates may present a subject for a disser- 
tation as a research project. Candidates without previous 
knowledge of the area of interest must present a plan of 
preparation for foreign research and this plan normally will 
be carried out in an appropriate area center or program. 
Fellowships are awarded for one year but programs for a 
longer period may be submitted; requests for extensions of 
tenure will be considered on the basis of performance during 
the fellowship year. Stipends vary according to time to be 
spent outside the United States and the transportation and 
living costs involved. A budget for these expenses must 
accompany each application. 

Travel grants are available to mature area specialists, 
without reference to age, whose competence in research 
in a particular area has been demonstrated by published 
work and who need to visit the area to further research 
in progress. Before applying to the Council other possible 
sources of aid should be canvassed, as these grants nor- 
mally will be supplementary and will not exceed $2,500. 

Applications received by April 1, 1948, will be consid- 
ered for awards in June; those received after April 1 will 
be considered for awards in November. Inquiries or re- 
quests for application blanks, which should indicate age, 
academic status, and nature of program contemplated, 
should be sent to Laura Barrett, Secretary to the Com- 
mittee on Area Research Training Fellowships, at the 
Council’s New York office. 
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230 PARK AVENUE, NEW YORK 17, N. Y¥. 


Incorporated in the State of Illinois, December 27, 1924, for the purpose of advancing research in the social sciences 


Directors 1947: RALPH L. BEALs, WENDELL C. BENNETT, JAMES C. BONBRIGHT, E. W. Burcess, SHEPARD B. CLoucH, LEONARD S. COTTRELL, JR., 
JoserPH S. Davis, J. FREDERIC DEwHuRST, ELMER ELLIs, RoBeRT B. HALL, SHELBY M. HARRISON, PENDLETON HERRING, HAROLD HOTELLING, Cart I. 
HOovLanD, CHARLES S. HYNEMAN, HAROLD A. INNIS, CHARLES E. MERRIAM, Roy F. NICHOLS, WILLARD C. OLSON, FREDERICK OsBorN, A. T. POFFEN- 
BERGER, ROBERT R. SEARS, JOSEPH J. SPENGLER, BLAIR STEWART, WILLIAM DUNCAN STRONG, WILLARD L. THORP, RALPH W. TYLER, DoNALD YOUNG, 


KIMBALL YOUNG 


Staff: DoNALD YOUNG, Executive Director; PAUL WEBBINK; ELBRIDGE SIBLEY; ELEANOR C. ISBELL; GLEN HEATHERS; CHARLES WAGLEY; GERALD 
BREESE; JOHN G. TURNBULL; HAROLD E. Jones, Pacific Coast Representative; CAROLYN E. ALLEN, Controller 





